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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 5, 6, 12, 27, 28, 31 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Servan-Schreiber et al. (US 6,892,354 B1), hereafter Servan, 
in view of Armstrong et al. (US 2005/0256941 A1), hereafter Armstrong. 

3. Regarding claim 1, Servan shows receiving an advertisement from a content 
provided (Fig. 1), displaying said advertisement for at least a fixed duration (Fig.1, col. 3 
lines 26 - 30), transmitting and loading (comprising buffering) new content (Abstract) 
and wherein the advertisement is displayed beyond the fixed duration if the buffering is 
not complete when the fixed duration expires (Abstract, col. 3 lines 26 - 30). 

Servan does not show where said advertisement is a static image, or where said 
buffered new content is video content. 

Armstong shows where said advertisement is a static image, or where said 
buffered new content is video content ([0020, 0024]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Servan with that of Armstrong in order to provide 
explicit support for specific advertisement types, such as static images or video files 
(Armstrong, Abstract, [0020, 0024]). 
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4. Regarding claim 5, Servan in view of Armstrong further show if the buffering is 
not complete when the fixed duration expires, ceasing display of the static image and 
playing the video content (Servan, Abstract and col. 3 lines 26 - 30, Armstrong [0020, 
0024]). 

5. Regarding claim 6, Servan in view of Armstrong further show where the static 
image is a plurality of static images comprising an animated image and the displaying 
comprises displaying the animated image (Armstrong, [0020, 0032]). 

6. Regarding claim 12, Servan in view of Armstrong further show a media playing 
device comprising the processor-readable medium as recited in claim 1 (Armstrong, Fig. 
4, [0025, 0044-0046]). 

7. Regarding claim 27, Servan in view of Armstrong further show receiving a static 
image from a content provider, buffering video content from the content provider, and 
displaying the static image for, at least, a fixed duration, wherein, if the video content is 
not yet fully buffered at the expiration of the fixed duration, then the displaying of the 
static image continues until the video content is fully buffered (Armstrong, [0020, 0024], 
Servan col. 3 lines 26 - 30). 

8. Regarding claim 28, Servan in view of Armstrong further show when the buffering 
of the video content is complete, ceasing the displaying of the static image; and playing 
the video content (Armstrong [0020, 0024, 0041 , 0042], Fig. 2A - 2C, Fig. 3). 

9. Regarding claim 31 , Servan in view of Armstrong further show if the video 
content is fully buffered when the fixed duration expires, ceasing the displaying of the 
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static image and playing the video content (Servan, Abstract and col. 3 lines 26 - 30, 
Armstrong [0020, 0024]). 

10. Regarding claim 32, Servan in view of Armstrong further show where the static 
image is a plurality of static images comprising an animated image and the displaying 
comprises displaying the animated image (Armstrong, [0020, 0032]). 

11. Claims 7 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Servan in view of Armstrong as applied to claims 1 and 27 above, and further in view of 
Dunlap et al. (US 6,760,749 B1). 

Servan in view of Armstrong show the method of claims 1 and 27. 

Servan in view of Armstrong do not show where the static image is one of either 
a JPEG, GIF or PNG. 

Dunlap et al. show where the static image is one of either a JPEG, GIF or PNG 
(col. 7 lines 1 - 35). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Servan in view of Armstrong with that of Dunlap et 
al. in order to enable utilizing common industry standard graphic file formats. 

12. Claims 8 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Servan in view of Armstrong as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Katseff 
et al. (5,822,537). 

Servan in view of Armstrong show claim 1, along with requesting static images 
from a content provider (Armstrong [0020, 0024]). 
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Servan in view of Armstrong do not show implementing a play-list that includes a 
reference to a static image stored on the content provider and requesting the static 
images based on the reference. 

Katseff et al. show implementing a play-list that includes a reference to a static 
image stored on the content provider and requesting the static images based on the 
reference (Figs. 6, 7, 8 and 9, col. 10 line 27 - col. 1 1 line 44). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Armstrong et al. with that of Katseff et al. in order to 
facilitate showing the multiple static images referenced in the play list instead of just one 
static image, enabling displaying more information to the viewer. 

13. Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Servan in view of Armstrong as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Nakayama. 

14. Regarding claim 8, Servan in view of Armstrong claim 1 , along with requesting 
static images from a content provider (Armstrong [0020, 0024]). 

Servan in view of Armstrong, do not show implementing a play-list that includes a 
reference to a static image stored on the content provider and requesting the static 
images based on the reference. 

Nakayama et al. show implementing a play-list that includes a reference to a 
static image stored on the content provider and requesting the static images based on 
the reference (Figs. 7, 11, 12,13, col. 6 line 53 -col. 7 line 13). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Servan in view of Armstrong with that of Nakayama 
et al. in order to facilitate showing the multiple static images referenced in the play list 
instead of just one static image, enabling displaying more information to the viewer. 
15. Regarding claim 9, Servan in view of Armstrong show claim 1, along with 
displaying a static image while a video buffers (Armstrong [0020, 0024, 0041-0042]) and 
further including where there is a minimum display time for said static image, 
representing said duration command (Armstrong, [0020, 0024], Servan col. 3 lines 26 - 
30). 

Servan in view of Armstrong do not show implementing a play-list that includes a 
duration command and defining the fixed duration by the duration command. 

Nakayama et al. show implementing a play-list that includes a duration command 
and displaying the static image for a specified duration defined by the duration 
command (Figs. 7, 11, 12 and 13, col. 11 line 55 - col. 12 line 18). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Servan in view of Armstrong with that of Nakayama 
et al. in order to facilitate showing the multiple static images referenced in the play list 
instead of just one static image, enabling displaying more information to the viewer and 
enabling specifying exactly how long each image is displayed and thus emphasized. 

Servan in view of Armstrong and Nakayama thus show defining the fixed 
duration command by the duration command, as Servan in view of Armstrong and 
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Nakayama show said duration command resulting in the same behavior that would be 
caused by said fixed duration command. 

16. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Servan in 
view of Armstrong as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Lin (US 6,369,835 
B1). 

Servan in view of Armstrong show claim 1, including where there is a minimum 
display time for said static image, representing said duration command (Armstrong, 
[0020, 0024], Servan col. 3 lines 26 - 30). 

Servan in view of Armstrong do not show implementing a play-list that includes a 
duration command and defining the fixed duration by the duration command. 

Lin shows implementing a play-list that includes a duration command, where said 
duration command specifies the fixed duration of time an image will be shown (Abstract, 
Fig. 2, col. 1 lines 25 - 56). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the disclosure of Servan in view of Armstrong with that of Lin in 
order to facilitate showing the multiple static images referenced in the play list instead of 
just one static image, enabling displaying more information to the viewer and enabling 
specifying exactly how long each image is displayed and thus emphasized. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 



I 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John M. Frink whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
9686. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30AM - 5:00PM EST; off 
alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on (571)272-3868. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



John Frink 
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ANDREW CALDWELL 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



